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REMARKS 

in response to the Office Action mailed April 27, 200? (herein referred to as "the Office 

X ' t f * i *. 1 ! ! i I !V id K Us < 

e c ims and the folio x cm, v. •> ,. v ! v s ibmns th i 

he claims 0 arc in s ! s *> bow ance 

Cue \pp cant ackrx reciation t.l u u b 1 £ 

xaminei com d i Septemb* Is 05 Durim i no -\ the Examiner's 

Uerpreiahes <. w cia ^ashm-il ;u Mitchdi references as as n miusge oi 
claims 3, 5, and 9, was discussed. 

In the specification, paragraphs [0016] and [0019] are herein amended to indicate that the 
s iw iW d t v K avid i„~ us ed i 7 u <, i h v vV umh \ n 

subscriber database 124 in the specification. 

Claims 7-8 are herein canceled without prejudice or disclaimer. Claims 1-5 and 9-21 
I c % smite *vo- bevn added hs i C uOMb 

and rejections are respectfully traversed below. 

Claim Objections 

Chnun ! were o t < nib sin *. , <. < in ' 

the subject nsaik claim i erci . itc int sding completion 

of the recitation of 7, which was inadvertently absent from claim 7. i.e., claims 1, 9 and .19 now 
recite: "presenting screening options to a subscriber at the subscriber telephone number in 
response to receipt of the identification data" (see claim L lines 21-23; see claim 9, lines 26-28 
ant see claim 1 es 2 5). Claim ss I t j I ctl icate an amendmen 

with proper underlining of the added recitation: "causing the subscriber telephone to display 
c lerdat for a I s v! se m her and inch rapri i nurnbex (claim 

9, lines 21-22). Therefore, it is respectfully requested that the objections of churns 7 and 9 be 
!\ v. ! -, > v , k n i 
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Claim Rejection - 35 U.S.C. §112 

Claims 9-18 and 21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 second paragraph, as indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the ins endon 

Oleum 9 h. ^ Ives rncu <.i ; , wu >. t \.or 1 ,,;,>- e; ,k\u > reeire thai "a 

«. tal c eel *. ^ *< i wm*,} i ,'n'u u x i u< 

xm hhi 9 i ,s n \ -k>s o he NCiMce uunf > t ^ <> utv^ s<. w 

122 i s d t ! <. u u'n d i the 

; i < '! s| i \ .^.r v \j U u l) > s t K 10 ''(K^'C 

the Applicant respect! udy submits thai claim 9 as amended clearly and distinctly recites "a 
si >sers k d ib use wh cl »s h to nmunication with the service control poind' (claim 9, lines 
9-10); thus, claim 9 is definite, furthermore, claims 10-18 and 21 depend from claim 9 and are 
ietudre for th esons liscussed bose i maid o uam v > i s. i ested + hat the 

rejections under 35 U.S.C. §112 of claims 9-18 and 21 be withdrawn in the next Office Action. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 C.S.C. § !03£gj 

Claims 1-5, 7, 9-11, 13-14, 17, and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
m tan ^ ^ ^ ' j i -» k n> i \e \ *u -t ,i P >vnk.L 

(hereinafter "Bushneil") in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,651,053 to Mitchell (hereinafter 
"MiichelC), and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,651,053 to Urn (hereinafter "Lira"). 

Claim 8 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Bushneil, Mitchell, 
and Urn and further in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0096046, to 
S ec <> urrei tin ecth 

Independent claims .0 9, and 19 are herein amended to incorporate the subject matter of 
claims 7-8. Further, claims 7-8 are herein canceled, Applicant respectfully traverses the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) for at least the following reasons. 

v ^ i s u M, i, u , j iv . v.v. <■ e - w i > v m 
or taiwis mmv dead, do no; wac;* m -mugest "wivmr presenting screening options to the 
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1 riber indm an always answer option performed in response to a selection by the 
subscriber: and wherein performing the always answer option includes: adding said caller 
telephone number to mid subscriber database and connecting the incoming telephone call 
between said subscriber telephone number and said caller telephone number' (claim 1, lines 
24-28 claim 9, nes, 29-33; and clain ^ ^ e> * ; 

In hem I i >age ' N I o 1 V t s > Ji Muchelh am 

Lim <• no tt,t> *o u ' cpt s <. i _ k ik i. liis 

party to ''.qv, c s scriber" (Office \etio gc it ^> Nexi initen 8 on page 10 

k o tu V i i * v t it wo i 1 * t n i i the 
same field of endeavor, Lection teaches , . . automatical!; answering the telephone call if the 

dk d >t v bert matches a: ^ ^ en.ne a>t nana med 
for the subscriber" (Office Action, page 8, lines 9-11). 

mirast e above a egafiom what was cited n t be 

receipt of a call where: 

the handset 160 can identify the caller identification data 120 [and] can subject 
the icicras-. -no call to a i sc ^ n ^ p fou gri>a i :iu. s telephone 

call to one of the called party 170 and voice mal 130, Importantly, the call 
m'^u ' ^ n^^j < ' r< ww .ah ^ r p.iK , <. - >\ an '<) 

to a filter list 140 in order to determine the manner in which the telephone call 
ought to be handled, In this regard, the call screening process 150 can determine 
i ^ \ i $u ' ~>0 niakhe-, , ( £. \ 4 stu n 

14 s-* ^> i ^ 1 i ? 4..-, o 

^ ! ^ , v i O x b, ia ! \ \>, i i ? 

telephone call routing the telephone call directly to voice mail 130 in a call 
deicrr, > o<es . <n po-usi ing the called pari} v«> s , ? ,ats on whether to 
defer or accept the telephone call. 

Lectio >arag? 0023]) Le< >n merely disclose i c I scret ing process 150 that 

determines based on the filter list 140 if the telephone call should be answered or sent to voice 

? 1 t. <. \ > h l O K» fl die 

telephone call. Lection fails to teach or suggest that the call screening process 150 presents 
"screening options to the subscriber that include an always m , i m p« ted in 

N" 1 V > V i S VC C 1 '1 !_ , "! j ! i (, <■ !' 

and claim 19, lines 26-27, emphasis added). Lection also fails to teach or suggest that such an 
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"always answer option includes adding the caller telephone number ta the subscriber database 
a fid canine n t ) 'win > n number and the 

w} ! n ,di \s > ^ v. m i Jem 0 Liks 28-30, 

v r s > v v * t,o noi ( i 1 m k trp icd ar 

Ot Ci si < 1 i ib c 

1 1 i -. k vni Horn claim 

9, and claim 21 depends from claim 19. Therefore claims 2-5, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17 and 20-21 
distinguish over the applied art for the reasons discussed in regard to claims 1, 9 and 19 
espeetive y; are said c aims axe a! u % ^ d x t , > v on <. aims 1 9 and 

19. 

Claim 12 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as upatentabie over Bushnelh Mitchell 
and Lira and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6.0 4* v , \n I >i iUroi.M:u.»r \IJ or > The 
Applicant respectfolh traverses the rejection fos at least the to! , u ng reas >ns 

As stated above, Busline I L Mitchell, Lim, and Lection, either considered in combination 
or taken individually, do not leach or suggest all of the recitations of claim 9, from which claim 
12 depends. The addition of Miller does not cure the dv.il \ ne i h> duteiL Macbeth Lim, 
and U\km n v > as i 0 thue >k 1 t p^u,! \ a o> ai 'c . 

>v.a^ t v ,> > v, s 1 ? i^i 

v i undet > i s s upatentabie over 

Bushnelh Mitchell, and. Lim and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6.658.455 to Weinman 
v irawir-cs too ejee mis ios k\ si the 

following reasons. 

Bi v ! u'n a, \i| 1 ^ < son or taken 

individually, do not teach or suggest all of the recitations of claim 9, from which claims 15-16 
1 1 8 dept , v i B v. i j d curt cies in Bushnelh Mitchell 

1 n Mihcs . u . n. hot ( - u V , is < s -n t- Pvi v .a w L" - i e ami 1st e e Jfowub'C 
at least due to their dependency from claim 9 and subsequent base claims, Thus, lor all of the 
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hove reason s pe ! equested thai e rejec ai.n 5 and 9-21 unck 5 

U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn in the next Office Action. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks the kppheant submits that the 
f t n ' u , ot veach or su* t 

iiO COtAK.'S i U i l ' N i K l> ! 

t ) ^ $TKt Inhv oi she v s u o! ,lu ^ illtV 

d ; i \n N( \ho^ c e estl so , let 

if lu. v e,^ o.is a> a a i t,s ^ v ^ u k s uttoko It 

* t cs t < t \ xnd rcq est th* u o«. s s i ? m< s 

Finally, U there are any additional charges with respect to this response or otherwise, 
please charge them to Deposit Account 06-1130, 



Respect! si \ su 



iii y / J o hr L L, eo n a r d Spang/ 

John Leonard Young 
Registration No. 57.150 
CANTOR CO.LBDRN LLP 

55 Griffin Road South 
Bloomlkld, CT 06002 
Telephone (404) 607-9991 
Facsimile (404 ) 607-998 1 
Customer No. 36192 
Date; September 27, 2007 
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